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1 – Introduction 

 
This Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) has been prepared by the City of Monterey 
Park, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)1 and associated CEQA 
Guidelines,2 to describe the potential environmental consequences associated with 
implementation of the Monterey Park Focused General Plan Update (“Project”). This Draft EIR is 
intended to serve as an informational document for use by public agency decision makers and 
the public in their consideration of the Project.  
 
1.1 – PROPOSED PROJECT 
 
The City of Monterey Park proposes a focused update to the General Plan consisting solely of 
revisions to the Land Use Element, last comprehensively updated in 2001. The purpose of 
updating the Land Use Element is to ensure land use policies allow the City to attract investment 
and development consistent with its vision, and to facilitate economic growth and creation of new 
housing opportunities. The proposed amendment to the Land Use Element is a community-driven 
process designed to reflect local values and needs.  
 
Per Chapter 21.42 (Voter Approval of Changes) of the Monterey Park Municipal Code, voter 
approval is required for amendments to the Land Use Element that revise permitted “use of land” 
other than provisions contained in the current Land Use Element. This code provision has been 
in place since the 1980s.  
 
1.2 – EIR PURPOSE AND INTENDED USE 
 
Under CEQA, the City of Monterey Park (City) is the designated Lead Agency for the Project. 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15367 defines the "Lead Agency" as the public agency that has the 
principal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project. As the Lead Agency, the City 
intends this Draft EIR to serve as the CEQA-required environmental documentation for 
consideration of the project by City decision-makers, the public, any other responsible agencies 
and trustee agencies. This Draft EIR is intended to serve as a public information and disclosure 
document identifying those environmental impacts associated with the project that are expected 
to be significant, and describing mitigation measures and alternatives that could minimize or avoid 
significant impacts. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15146 (Degree of Specificity), 
such impacts and mitigation measures are discussed in this Draft EIR to the level of detail 
necessary to allow reasoned decisions about the project.  
 

 
 
 
 
                                                
1 The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) is codified in section 21000, et seq., of the 
California Public Resources Code. 
2 The CEQA Guidelines are set forth in sections 15000 through 15387 of the California Code of 
Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3. 
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1.3 – PROGRAM EIR APPROACH AND ASSUMPTIONS 
 
1.3.1 – PROGRAM EIR 
 
This document is a Program EIR. The preparation, content, and processing of this EIR are 
covered primarily by CEQA Guidelines Section 15168. A Program EIR is one that may be 
prepared on a series of actions that can be characterized as one large project, and that are 
related: (1) geographically; (2) as logical parts in the chain of contemplated actions; (3) in 
connection with the issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria to govern the 
conduct of a continuing program; or (4) as individual activities carried out under the same 
authorizing statutory or regulatory authority and having generally similar effects that can be 
mitigated in similar ways. 
 
The Focused General Plan Update satisfies each of these criteria. The Focused General Plan 
Update will shape land use and development within the City of Monterey Park, resulting in a 
geographic relationship. The Focused General Plan Update includes maps, goals, policies, and 
actions that are logical parts of a chain of contemplated actions governing future land uses and 
allowed development. The goals, policies, and actions either directly establish, or will govern 
future plans that will establish, rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria governing 
implementation of the Focused General Plan Update. The Focused General Plan Update will be 
carried out under the authority and approval of the City of Monterey Park. Many of the specific 
projects and actions carried out pursuant to implementation of the Focused General Plan Update 
may have similar environmental impacts which could be mitigated in similar ways. 
 
1.3.2 – IMPACT ASSESSMENT ASSUMPTIONS 
 
The purpose of this Program EIR is to evaluate the foreseeable environmental consequences 
anticipated from development allowed by the Focused General Plan Update, and to identify 
mitigation measures and alternatives that could minimize or eliminate potentially significant 
adverse environmental impacts. The growth projection assumptions used as the basis for the 
impact analyses in this Program EIR are derived from intensification and redevelopment, primarily 
of “Focus Areas” described in updated Land Use Element that is the focus of the update. 
 
The impact analyses in this EIR are based on the conservative assumption that the Focused 
General Plan Update estimated growth projections will be fully attained by the 2040 horizon year 
of this Program EIR. Each impact analysis chapter in this EIR (aesthetics; cultural and historic 
resources; land use and planning; etc.) includes a description of related existing conditions and 
regulatory setting, followed by identification of General Plan Update related impacts and mitigation 
measures. 
 
1.4 – EIR SCOPING/NOTICE OF PREPARATION 
 
A Notice of Preparation (NOP) was submitted to the State Clearinghouse and appropriate 
agencies to identify any issues of concern prior to preparation of this Draft EIR. The NOP included 
a comment period from April 16 to May 16, 2019. A scoping session was held on May 7, 2019 at 
the City Hall Council Chambers in Monterey Park. A summary of the comments received in 
response to the NOP, or received at the scoping meeting, are presented in Table 1-1. Written 
comments received in response to the NOP are included in Appendix A. 
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Table 1-1 
NOP Comments 

Commenter Summary 
California Department of Conservation, Division of 
Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources 

Summary of Division records with regards to 
oil and gas wells within the City 

Southern California Association of 
Governments 

Describes 2016 RTP/SCS Goals, strategies, 
and demographic and growth forecasts 

South Coast Air Quality Management District Recommendations regarding modeling; South 
Coast AQMD documents; significance 
thresholds; mitigation measures; alternatives; 
permits; and data sources 

Native American Heritage Commission Consultation list of tribes 
Department of Transportation Use of VMT analysis to comply with SB 743; 

multimodal transportation 
Scoping Meeting Commenters 

 Traffic impacts from new development. 
Examine future conditions both without 
adoption of the proposed land use plan 
and build-out of the plan. 

 Factor the presence of Lyft and Uber into 
the traffic analysis. 

 Report traffic impacts in terms of Vehicle 
Miles Traveled (VMT). 

 Noise issues where new residential 
development will interface with office and 
industrial uses. 

 Parking impacts 

 Impacts of new development on water 
infrastructure and water resources 

 
The Draft EIR focuses on the areas of concern resulting from an assessment of potential 
environmental impacts, discussion with City staff, and review of comments received from public 
agencies and the general public. The Draft EIR is comprehensive in that it covers all 20 of the 
CEQA Appendix G checklist topical areas, listed below. 
 

• Aesthetics 

• Agriculture and Forestry Resources 

• Air Quality 

• Biological Resources 

• Cultural Resources 

• Energy 

• Geology and Soils 

• Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
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• Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• Hydrology and Water Quality 

• Land Use Planning 

• Mineral Resources 

• Noise 

• Population and Housing 

• Public Services 

• Recreation 

• Transportation 

• Tribal Cultural Resources 

• Utilities and Service Systems 

• Wildfire 
 
1.5 – EIR ORGANIZATION AND CONTENT 
 
Each of the environmental evaluations presented in Sections 4.1 through 4.20 include the 
following subsections: 
 

• Environmental Setting, which describes pertinent existing conditions with regard to the 
environmental topic; 

• Regulatory Setting, which describes federal, State and local laws, regulations and policies 
applicable to the environmental topic; and 

• Impacts and Mitigation Measures, which identifies: (1) the criteria under which an impact 
will be judged to be significant in this EIR, (2) the project impacts, (3) whether each 
identified impact is “significant” or “less than significant,” (4) mitigation measures for each 
identified “significant” impact, and (5) whether each impact would be “significant” or “less 
than significant” after implementation of the mitigation measures. 

 
In addition, this Draft EIR includes: a chapter describing and comparing various possible 
alternatives to the proposed project (Chapter 5); a chapter summarizing the Draft EIR information 
in terms of various CEQA-required assessment conclusions (Chapter 6), including "unavoidable 
significant impacts," and "irreversible environmental changes," : and a chapter identifying 
preparers of the Draft EIR, references used, and the persons and organizations contacted 
(Chapter 7). Also included in Chapter 2 is an executive summary of the Draft EIR. 
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Table 1-2 
Definitions of Key EIR Terminology 

Significant Impact "Significant effect on the environment" (significant impact) means 
a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of 
the physical conditions within the area affected by the project, 
including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and 
objects of historic and aesthetic significance. “An economic or 
social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect 
on the environment. A social or economic change related to a 
physical change may be considered in determining whether the 
physical change is significant." (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15382) 

 Cumulative Impacts "Cumulative impacts" are defined as "two or more individual effects 
which, when considered together, are considerable or which 
compound or increase other environmental impacts." (CEQA 
Guidelines, Section 15355) 

Significant Unavoidable Impact "Significant unavoidable impact" is defined as a significant adverse 
environmental impact for which either no mitigation or only partial 
mitigation is feasible. If the project is to be approved without 
imposing an alternative design, the Lead Agency must include in 
the record of the project approval a written statement of the specific 
reasons to support its action, i.e., a "statement of overriding 
considerations." (CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15126.2[c] and 
15093[b]) 

Significance Criteria The criteria used in this EIR to determine whether an impact is or 
is not "significant" are based on (a) CEQA-defined "mandatory 
findings of significance" - i.e., where any of the specific conditions 
occur under which the Legislature and the Secretary of Resources 
have determined constitute a potentially significant effect on the 
environment, which are listed in CEQA Guidelines section 15065; 
(b) specific criteria that a Resources Agency has determined are 
"normally" considered to constitute a "significant effect on the 
environment"; (c) the relationship of the project effect to the 
adopted policies, ordinances, and standards of the Lead Agency 
and of responsible agencies; and/or (d) commonly accepted 
practice and the professional judgment of the EIR authors and 
Lead Agency staff. 

Mitigation Measure For each significant impact, the EIR must identify a specific 
"mitigation" measure or set of measures capable of "(a) avoiding 
the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an 
action; (b) minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude 
of the action and its implementation; (c) rectifying the impact by 
repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the impacted environment; (d) 
reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation or 
maintenance operations during the life of the action; or (e) 
compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute 
resources or environments, including through permanent 
protection of such resources in the form of conservation 
easements." (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15370) 

 



















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































mailto:stewasart@montereypark.ca.gov
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993)
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/ceqa-air-quality-handbook-(1993)
http://www.caleemod.com/


http://www.aqmd.gov/home/library/clean-air-plans/air-quality-mgt-plan
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-guidance/complete-guidance-document.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/planning/air-quality-guidance/complete-guidance-document.pdf
http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf
https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/rd_technical_advisory_final.PDF
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scaqmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/scaqmd-air-quality-significance-thresholds.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds
https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/landuse.htm


http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mobile-source-toxics-analysis
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/mitigation-measures-and-control-efficiencies
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-Quantification-Report-9-14-Final.pdf


http://www.aqmd.gov/home/permits
http://www.aqmd.gov/
mailto:lsun@aqmd.gov
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	Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act
	The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning (AP) Act (Public Resources Code § 2621, et seq.; 14 C.C.R. §§ 3600, et seq.) provides a mechanism for reducing losses from surface fault rupture on a statewide basis. The intent of the AP Act is to ensure pub...
	Seismic Hazard Mapping Act
	The California Geologic Survey, formerly the California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology (CDMG), provides guidance with regard to seismic hazards. Under CDMG’s Seismic Hazards Mapping Act (1990), seismic hazard zones are to be...
	California Building Code
	Local

	4.7.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.7.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	Faults, Liquefaction, and Seismic-Related Ground Failure
	Impact GEO-1 –Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning M...
	Analysis of Impacts


	Soil Erosion
	Impact GEO-2 – Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Slope Stability and Land sliding
	Impact GEO-3 – Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or coll...
	Analysis of Impacts


	Expansive Soils
	Impact GEO-4 – Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Septic Tanks
	Impact GEO-5 – Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Paleontological Resources
	Impact GEO-6 – Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geological feature?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to geology and soils?
	Analysis of Impacts
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	4.8 – Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	4.8.1 – Environmental Setting
	4.8.2 – REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	International and Federal
	State and Regional
	Local

	4.8.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.8.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	Impact GHG-1 – Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Conflicts with Adopted Plans
	Impact GHG-2 – Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to greenhouse gas emissions?
	Analysis of Impacts
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	4.9 - Hazards and Hazardous Materials 20190531 BK Final.pdf
	4.9 – Hazards and Hazardous Materials
	4.9.1 – Environmental Setting
	4.9.2 – REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	Federal agencies regulating hazardous materials include the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA), and the United States Department of Transportation (DOT).
	United States Environmental Protection Agency
	The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), among other things, provides a Federal "Superfund" to clean up uncontrolled or abandoned hazardous-waste sites as well as accidents, spills, and other emergency releas...
	The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) gives the EPA the authority to control hazardous waste from the "cradle-to-grave." This includes the generation, transportation, treatment, storage, and disposal of hazardous waste. RCRA also set forth...
	United States Department of Transportation
	The United States Department of Transportation (DOT) Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration regulates the transport of hazardous materials through Title 49 of the Code of Federal Regulations (49 CFR), Subchapter C, "Hazardous Materials...
	State
	The management of hazardous materials and waste within California is under the jurisdiction of the California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) and the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC). Additionally, nine Regional Water Quality Con...
	California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA)
	CalEPA implements and enforces environmental laws regulating air, water and soil quality, pesticide use and waste recycling and reduction. It also establishes regulations governing the use of hazardous materials in the state.
	California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC)
	DTSC oversees hazardous substances and wastes, remedial investigations, and protects drinking water from toxic contamination.
	Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)
	The Los Angeles RWQCB (one of nine regional boards in the state) protects surface and groundwater quality from pollutants discharged or threatened to be discharged to the waters of the state. The RWQCB issues and enforces National Pollutant Discharge ...
	California Highway Patrol and California Department of Transportation
	California Highway Patrol (CHP) and California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) have primary regulatory responsibility for the transportation of hazardous wastes and materials.
	California Occupational Safety and Health Administration (Cal/OSHA)
	Cal/OSHA is responsible for promulgating and enforcing state health and safety standards and implementing federal Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) laws. CalOSHA’s regulatory oversight includes minimizing the potential for releases ...
	Local
	City of Monterey Park General Plan
	The City of Monterey Park Safety and Community Services Element (City of Monterey Park, 2001) includes the following policies related to hazards and hazardous materials:

	4.9.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.9.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	Transport, Use, and Disposal Hazards
	Impact HAZMAT-1 – Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Hazardous Materials
	Impact HAZMAT-2 – Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Emit Hazardous Emissions
	Impact HAZMAT-3 – Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Hazardous Materials Sites
	Impact HAZMAT-4 – Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environm...
	Analysis of Impacts


	Airports
	Impact HAZMAT-5 – For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people r...
	Analysis of Impacts


	Adopted Response and/or Evacuation Plans
	Impact HAZMAT-6 – Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Wildland Fires
	Impact HAZMAT-7 – Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to hazards and hazardous materials?
	Analysis of Impacts
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	4.10 – Hydrology and Water Quality
	This EIR chapter describes hydrology and water quality impacts associated with implementation of the Monterey Park Focused General Plan Update (Project). The existing environmental setting is described within the context of hydrology, flooding and wat...
	4.10.1 – Environmental Setting
	4.10.2 – REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	Federal
	State
	Porter-Cologne Act (Water Code §§ 13000, et seq.).__
	The Porter-Cologne Act is the principal law governing water quality regulation in California. It establishes a comprehensive program to protect water quality and the beneficial uses of water. The Porter-Cologne Act applies to surface waters, wetlands,...
	National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permits
	Storm water discharges in California are regulated through National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits. In the Los Angeles region, the storm water program is a comprehensive program to manage the quality of discharges from the muni...
	Construction General Permit
	For storm water discharges associated with construction activity in the State of California, the State Water Resources Control Board has adopted the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities...
	Local

	4.10.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.10.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	This section describes potential impacts related to hydrology and water quality and recommends mitigation measures, as needed.
	Water Quality Standards
	Impact HYDRO-1 – Would the Project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Decrease in Groundwater Supplies
	Impact HYDRO-2 – Would the Project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Drainage
	Impact HYDRO-3 – Would the Project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:
	Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site:
	Analysis of Impacts


	Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on-or-offsite;
	Analysis of Impacts
	Development allowed by the Project is anticipated to occur, primarily, within Focus Areas. These Focus Areas are located within developed areas of the City; the increase in new impervious area within the City is expected to be minimal. All development...
	Level of Significance Before Mitigation
	Less than significant
	Mitigation Measures
	No mitigation is required.
	Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or;
	Analysis of Impacts
	Development allowed by the Project is anticipated to occur, primarily, within Focus Areas. These Focus Areas are located within developed areas of the City; the increase in new impervious area within the City would be minimal and would not be expected...
	Level of Significance Before Mitigation
	Less than significant
	Mitigation Measures
	No mitigation is required.
	Impede or redirect flood flows;
	Analysis of Impacts
	As described above, FEMA does not identify any 100-year flood zones in the Planning Area (Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2019).
	Level of Significance Before Mitigation
	No impact
	Mitigation Measures
	No mitigation is required.
	Flood Risk
	Impact HYDRO-4 – Would the Project be subject to flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project inundation?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Water Quality
	Impact HYDRO-5 – Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?

	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to hydrology and water quality?
	Analysis of Impacts
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	4.11 – Land Use and Planning
	4.11.1 – Environmental Setting
	The City of Monterey Park encompasses approximately eight square miles, nearly all of which are developed with urban land uses. Monterey Park’s Sphere of Influence consists of the unincorporated community of South San Gabriel located adjacent to the C...
	Monterey Park has a variety of land uses. Table 4.11-1 shows the existing land use and acreage within the Planning Area, and Exhibit 3-3, included in Chapter 3, Project Description, shows the existing land uses within the Planning Area. Land uses with...
	4.11.2 – REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
	The 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016 RTP/SCS) is a long-term vision of how the region will address regional transportation and land use challenges and opportunities. The 2016 RTP/SCS identifies goals, which...
	4.11.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.11.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	Divide an Established Community
	Impact LAND-1 – Would the project physically divide an established community?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Existing Plans, Policies, and Regulations
	Impact LAND-2 – Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to land use and planning?
	Analysis of Impacts
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	4.12 – Mineral Resources
	4.12.1 – Environmental Setting
	The majority of the Planning Area includes urban uses and development. Correspondence with the California Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources Division (DOGGR) indicates that a small area of the southeastern porti...
	4.12.2 – REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	State
	State Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA)

	The mission of the California Geological Survey is to provide scientific products and services about the state's geology, seismology and mineral resources, including their related hazards, that affect the health, safety, and business interests of the ...
	4.12.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.12.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	Loss of Statewide or Regional Mineral Resources
	Impact MINERAL-1 – Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Loss of Locally Important Mineral Resources
	Impact MINERAL-2 – Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to mineral resources?
	Analysis of Impacts
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	4.14 – Population and Housing
	4.14.1 – Environmental Setting
	Monterey Park is a diverse community in the West San Gabriel Valley. With a population of 60,269 in 2010, the City experienced relatively flat growth in the prior decade, particularly during the economic downturn that began in 2007. However, regional ...
	Population
	The City estimates that the 2019 population of the City is 64,240 residents and the population of the City’s Sphere of Influence is  4,648 residents.0F  The California Department of Finance estimates that the January 2019 population for Los Angeles Co...
	The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) develops socioeconomic estimates and growth projections including population, households, and employment. These estimates and projections provide the analytical foundation for SCAG’s transporta...
	Table 4.14-1
	Population Forecasts included in the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS
	4.14.2 – REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	The Consolidated Plan is a five-year plan that must be prepared by jurisdictions entitled to receive federal housing funds. As an entitlement jurisdiction, Monterey Park has prepared a Consolidated Plan to identify the overall housing and community de...
	State

	4.14.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.14.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	Population Growth
	Impact POP-1 – Would the Project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Housing Displacement
	Impact POP-2 – Would the Project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to population and housing?
	Analysis of Impacts
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	4.15.1 – Environmental Setting
	Fire Protection

	4.15.2 – REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	Federal
	State
	Local

	4.15.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.15.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	This section describes potential impacts related to the provision of public services, which could result from the implementation of the project.
	Impact PS-1 – Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which co...
	I. Fire Protection
	Analysis of Impacts
	II. Police Protection
	Analysis of Impacts
	III. Schools
	Analysis of Impacts
	IV. Parks
	Analysis of Impacts
	V. Library Services
	Analysis of Impacts


	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to public services?
	Analysis of Impacts
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	4.16.2 – REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	Federal
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	4.16.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.16.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	Local and Regional Recreational Facilities
	Impact REC-1 – Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Expansion of Recreational Facilities
	Impact REC-2 – Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to Recreation?
	Analysis of Impacts



	4.16.5 References


	4.17 - Transportation and Traffic 20190531 BK Final.pdf
	Existing Circulation System Plans, Ordinances, and Policies
	Impact TRANS-1 – Would the project conflict with a program plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?

	Conflicts with CEQA
	Impact TRANS-2 – Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

	Design Feature Hazards
	Impact TRANS-3 - Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

	Emergency Access
	Impact TRANS-4 – Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?
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	4.19 – Utilities and Service Systems
	4.19.1 – Environmental Setting
	4.19.2 – REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	Federal
	State
	Local

	4.19.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.19.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	Impact UTS-1 – Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation...
	Analysis of Impacts

	Impact UTS-2 – Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years?
	Analysis of Impacts

	Impact UTS-3 – Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitme...
	Analysis of Impacts

	Impact UTS-4 – Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
	Analysis of Impacts

	Impact UTS-5 – Would the project comply with federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
	Analysis of Impacts

	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to utilities and service systems?
	Analysis of Impacts
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	4.20 – Wildfire
	4.20.1 – Environmental Setting
	Wildfires present a substantial hazard to life and property in communities built within or adjacent to hillsides and mountainous areas. Conventional development and changing weather patterns in Southern California resulted in a present and future risk...
	4.20.2 – REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
	State and local regulations related to wildfire are described below.
	State
	California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
	The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) is dedicated to the fire protection and stewardship of over 31 million acres of California's privately-owned wildlands. In addition, CAL FIRE provides varied emergency services in 36...
	Local
	Monterey Park General Plan - Safety and Community Services Element
	The Safety and Community Services Element addresses hazards in the physical and built environment and presents goals and polices focused on reducing the potential risk of death, injuries, property damage, and dislocation from hazards. Goals and polici...

	4.20.3 – SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS
	4.20.4 – Impacts and Mitigation Measures
	Emergency Response Plans
	Impact WIL-1 – Would the Project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Prevailing winds
	Impact WIL-2 – Would the project result in impacts due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbating wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfi...
	Analysis of Impacts


	Maintenance of Infrastructure
	Impact WIL-3 – Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water resources, powerlines, or other utilities that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary o...
	Analysis of Impacts

	Impact WIL-4 – Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?
	Analysis of Impacts


	Cumulative Impacts
	Would the project cause substantial adverse cumulative impacts with respect to Wildfire?
	Analysis of Impacts
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	5 – Alternatives
	CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 requires an EIR to "describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project, but would avoid or substantiall...
	5.1 – rATIONALE FOR ALTERNATIVE SELECTION
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